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It happened in a small park 
called Dealey Plaza, named in 
honor of a famous Dallas pub- 
lisher. Its central landmark 
used to be a bronze statue of 
that citizen, George B. Dealey. 
Now there are others: the yel- 
low brick mass of the Texas 
School Book Depository and, 
close by, an embankment now 
called “the grassy knoll” 

Some saw a rifle in a building 
window. 

The Warren Commission 
decided it was from there the 
assassin fired. 

Some saw a puff of smoke on 
a grassy knoll. 

Critics have decided it was 
from there an assassin fired. 

The grassy knoll is a slope of 
greensward running southwest- 
erly away from the Texas 
School Book Depository. There 
is an arcade on its ridge, then a 



picket fence, shoulder high. The 
knoll rims along the north side 
of Elm Street on which Kennedy 
was slain. It ends at a railroad 
overpass which Elm Street goes 
beneath. 

Several men on the overpass 
saw smoke near the fence as the 
president fell. If the smoke 
came from the assassin’s rifle, 
Kennedy could not have been 
shot in the back, as the autopsy 
doctors decided. It, is as ample 
as that: he was facing obliquely 
toward the knoll. 

If he was shot from the knoll, 
the throat wound must be one of 
entry, not exit even though 
doctors said it was of exit. The 
fabric of the hole in the back of 
his jacket could not have been 
bent inwards, even though it 
was. Gov. Connally could not 
have been shot in the back by 
the same bullet, even though 
doctors said he was. Lee Har- 
vey Oswald would not have been 
a lone assassin. 

The commission gave less 
attention to the knoll than it did 
the overpass. It' ruled out the 
overpass in favor of the deposi- 



tory as the assassin’s' lair for 
many reasons, one being that no 
one on the overpass saw a rifle 
being fired from there. No one 
saw a rifle fired from the knoll, 
either. • • <■■■■■• 

Yet-, the .knoll abides. It does 
so because critics stress what 
people saw and heard there. 
They - have not, however, 
stressed everything, that people 
heard or saw there. Or did not 
hear or see. 

Consider S. M, Holland: 

Holland -wa^ standing on an 
overpass above Elm Street as 
the motorcade, approached. The 
grassy kskriPwas slightly to his 
left in the'foreground. The Tex- 
as' School' Book Depository, 
from, which the commission 
says ’ tlie shots were fired, was 
also slightly to his left but be- 
hind the’presidential limousine. 

Holland heard a noise like a 
firecracker. VI; looked toward 
the arcade and trees and saw a 
puff of. smoke come from the 
trees.” 'That : is. what Holland 
told sheriffs deputies right aft- 
er the assassination, arid that is 
how Mark. Lane, quotes i^n in 



“Rhsh to Judgment.” 

But there is more to the sen- 
tence, although Lane does not 
include it. It reads: . .And I 

heard three more shots after the 
first shot, but that was the only 
puff of smoke I saw.’ 

If one puff of smoke suggests 
someone shot a gun from the 
krioll, what does the absence of 
three subsequent puffs suggest? 
The jury, the reading public, 
was not asked to decide. Mark 
Lane did it for them. He decided 
not to raise the question. 

Epstein wrote . Six out of 
seven of these witnesses (on the 
overpass) who gave an opinion j 
as to the source of the shots in- ! 
dicated that the shots had come 
from a ‘grassy knoll’.” They 
did? 

The six cited are James Sim- 
mons, Austin Milter, Thomas 
Murphy, Frank Reilly, J. W . 
Foster and Holland. 

This is what they say hi the 
report volumes: 

Simmons (paraphrased by the 
FBI):, “(He) advised that it was 
his opinion that the shots came 
from the direction of the Texas 



School Book Depository.” 

Miller : “It sounded like it 
came from the, I would say 
from right there in the car. 
Would be to my left, the way I 
was looking at him, over to- 
ward that incline (the knoll).” 
Mur phy “These shots came 
from a' spot just west of the 
Texas School Book Depository.” 
Reilly: “(The shots came 

from that) park where all the 
shrubs is up there, to the north 
of Elm Street, up the slope.” 
Foster: “It' (the sound) came 
from back in the corner of Elm 
and Houston streets.” (The 
depository is at the corner of 
Elm and Houston). 

Holland, who also picked the 
knoll, testified he immediately 
ran to that area. He saw no one 
suspicious. 

T^ose are the six who “indi- 
cated the shots came from a 
‘grassy knoll’. Two, actually, 
picked the depositary area. -One 
who indicated the knoll also 
thought the shots sounded like 
they came from Kennedy’s car. 
Besides Holland, Lane says 
(Turn To Pago Ton) 
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six others on the overpass saiw 
smoke. Austin Miller is one. to 
an affilavit Nov. 22, 1963, he 
said he saw “smoke or steam” 
Coming from the knoll area. 
'When Miller was later ques- 
tioned by commission -counsel, 
T-anp writes, Miller was “dis- 
missed before he could mention 
the crucial observation con- 
tained in his aSidavit.” 

• Actually, at the end of his in- 
terrogation, during which he 
indeed did not mention any 
smoke, Miller was asked if he 
could add anything “that might 
be of any help to the commis- 
sion or to the investigation Of 
the assassination.” 

' Miler: “Offhand, no sir, I 
don’t recall anything else.” | 
Maybe he forgot the smoke, 
maybe not. But it is hardly ac- 
curate to convey the impression 
ghat the commission had turned 
jiBlter off before he could give 
testimony against the deposito- 
ry theory by “dismissing” him. 

t.nna goes on. “demon John- 
son toldFBI agents that hehad 
observed ‘white sifiOke’. That 
is ALL he says about Clemen 
Johnson. But Johnson’s full 
Statement as paraphrased by 
^Jhe FBI was: “Johnson ri;ated 
that white smoke was observed 
hear the. pavilion (arcade) but 
he felt this smoke came from a 
motorcycle abandoned near the 
spot by Dallas policemen. ’ 
Who, dices it seem, is d&mkskg 
what? 

The other four who Lane says 
Saw smoke — Richard Dadd, 

Walter Windborn, Simmons and 
Murphy— were interviewed by 
him in 1966. Whatever they told 
„ Lane then, only one— Stamen* 

’ .►-mentioned smoke to the FBI 
;when questioned during the as- 
sassination investigation. 

*/ Simmons said he thought he 
<gaw “exhaust fumes” or smoke 
'near the embankment in front 
Sof the Texas School Book Depos- 
itory. Hie ran toward that build- 
•dng with a policeman, first look- 
ing over the knoll fence. Two 
years later the “exhaust fumes” 
•by the depository have become 
“a puff of smoke” near the 
-.fence. Lane saves the reader 
"the trouble of having to decide 
‘which recollection is accurate. 
• fihe first, given to the FBI, is 
loot included in hfe book. 



„ Whether they saw smoke or 
j-jiot, it apparently did not aid 
*Dodd or Windborn in placing the 
! source of the shots. They told 
; the FBI they couldn’t tell where 
t they came from, 
jf There are three other aspects 
< of smoke, not dwelled upon by 
‘Lane or Epstein in connection 
*iwith the knoll. 

c 1— There was a steam pipe In 
‘.-the area. 

2 - JFBi tests showed the al- 
'leged assassination rifle 

produced only a "small am- 
ount” of smoke when fired: 
modem military gunpowder is 
smokeless. 

3— NONE of the approximate- 
ly 200 assassination witnesses 
'questioned other than the four 
,ipn the overpass mentions seeing 
’ANY smoke, anywhere. (Lane 

' says only those on the overpass 
could see smoke from the knoll 
because of its elevation and the 
bushes around it. Bid those per- 
sons on the south side of Ehn 
Street should have seen it, if 
there was any. They, not those 
en the oyorpass, were to a di- 
rect line of fire/ None of thein 
mentioned smoke), 

Campbell was standing In 
front of the depository, as' Lane 
mentions, fie does NOT mention 
that at ids elbow stood Mrs. 
Robert Reid, a fellow employe. 
Lane does NOT mention that 
Mrs. Reid testified:' ' 

“I turned to Mr. Campbell 
aid I said, e Oh, my goodness, I 
am afraid those (sounds) came 
from our building’ because it 
sounded like they came just so j 
directly over my head.” 

""Two witnesses. Two versions. 
Both appear in the Warren re- 
port. Only ohe does in “Rush to 
Judgment”. 

£ “Many other persons scat- 
tered throughout Dealey Plaza 
land the knoll and depository 
Overlook placed the origin of 
Ihe shots (on the knoll),” Lane 
•observes. And so they did. Jean 
Hill did. Billie Joe Lovelady did. 
;,*William Newman (fid. John and 
jjFaye Chism did. Roy Truly did. 

At least 34 people did, al- 
• though it is difficult to pinpoint 
from seme of their statements. 
;Tt is also not always easy to pin- 
-point the more than 60 witnesses 
who thought the shots came 
from the depository.) 

Sucfh as * 

F. Lee Mudd— “From the di- 
rection of the depository.” 

; v Charles Hester— “It' appeared 
to be a building on the corner of 
Elm and Houston streets.” 
Charles Brehm— “One of two 
-buildings on Elm and Houston.” 



Marion Baker— “High up, 
pretty sure from the deposito- 
ry.” 

T. E. Moore— “From a high 

area.” 

Allan Sweatt— “Vicinity of 
Elm and Houston.” 

Or the 15 people of the motor- 
cade itself who thought the 
Shots came from the “right 
rear.” 

Since almost none of such wit- 
nesses is mentioned in Lane’s 
book, perhaps that is why he 
felt no need to mention such 
others whose testimony is help- 
ful in locating the source of the 
shots. | 

Such as Mrs. Earle Cabell, 
the Dallas mayor’s wife, who 
looked towards the depository at 
the sound of shots and “saw a 
projection” in an upper window. 
Or Bob Jackson, a press photog- 
rapher, who also looked up at 
the depository and told col- 
leagues in a motorcade press 
car “there is the gun!’ T Or 
James Crawford who looked up 
at the sound of the third shot 
and “saw a movement” in the 
southeast window of the sixth 
floor of the. depository and told 
a friend “if those were shots, 
they came from that window” 
and then advked police to 
search around some boxes he 
saw in the window. Police did. 
They found three rifle shells 
that were fired by a rifle also 
found on the floor— by that rifle 
and no other. Bullet fragments j 
found in Kennedy’s car also 
came from that rifle and no oth- 
er. 

Maybe Lane had the Mrs. Oa- 
beHs and Bob Jacksons in mind 
whe^ he said there is “some 
evidence” shots came from the 
depository. There is “same” 
evidence. No one saw a pud of 
smoko there. Only a rifleman. 

Epstein thinks there is “com- i 
peinng” evidence shots were 
fired from the depository. But 
he faults the commission for not 
looking more thoroughly into 
the possibility of the knoll. He 
asks why the commission did 
not call the 10 witnesses who 
stood between toe knoll and the 
president’s ; oar because nine of 
them “thought the shots had 
come from the knoll directly 
behind them.” 

H the commission did not call 
them, it (fid have their state- 
ments. 

This is what they'said: 

A. J. Milhcan: He said he 
heard three shots from the 
depository er*«t> No from the 
arcade end three more from the 
arcade but further away. 

Charles Hester: He said “the 
shots sounded like they (y) defi- 
nitely came from in or around 
the (depository) building.” 
Abraham Zapmder: “I 

thought it (the shots) came 
from k back of me. Of course 
yen can’t tell when something is 
in lka-it could be from any 
where. 




“Q: Did you form any opinion 
about the dfeKtkn from which 
the shots earn* by the 
sound. . . 

. “A: No, there was too much 
reverberation. There was an 
echo which gave me sound all 
over.” 

Maty Elizabeth Woodward: 
She told the FBI the shots came 
“from possfrly behind her” or 
from the overpass. 'However, 
because of the loud echo, she 
could not say where the shots 
had come from other than they 
had come from above her head. 

Mrs. Hester: She was stand- 
ing near the overpass approxi- 
mately inline with Kennedy’s 



tory area. One said they came 
from one of two buildings at the 
corner of Elm and Houston. 
There are three buildings there, 
one the depository. 

In the second chapter of his 
book, Lane writes: ''"Twenty- 
five witnesses are known to 
have given statements or affi- 
davits on Nov. 22 and Nov. 23— 
the day of and the day after the 
assassination— about the origin 
of the shots. Twenty-two said 
they believed that the shots 
canoe from the knoll.” 

Should one check the commis- 
sion volumes, he would find 
that, yes, 23 people did give 
statements to law officials on 
those two days. Nine cited the 
knoll. Twelve cited the deposito- 
ry. Two indicated it could have 
been either. 

There is a witness mentioned 
in another context by Lane 
whose testimony has some rele- 
vance as to the conflicting opin- 
ions of where the shots came 
from. He is Lee E. Bowers. He 
was working in a signal tower in 
the railroad area behind the 
knoll. His testimony is in Vol- 
ume VI. 

Bowers: “The sounds came 
either from up against the 
school book depository building 
or near the mouth of the triple 
underpass.” 

Q: “You were not able to tell 
which? ' 

Bowers: “No, I could not.” 



Q: “Well, now, had you had 
any experience before being in 
the tower as to sounds coming 
from these various places?” 

Bowers: “Yes: I had worked 
this same tower for some Id or 
12 years, and was there during 
the time they were renovating 
the school depository building, 
and had noticed at that time the 
similarity of sounds occurring 
in either, of those two loca- 
tions.” 

Bowers’ testimony 4 doesn’t 
rule out the knoll. It dosn’t rule 
out the depository. It does help 
those investigators trying to 
explain why witnesses to the 
assassination gave conflicting, 
opinions as to the sound of the 
shots. H Bowers was helpful in 
this regard to Lane or Epstein, 
they didnt mention it. 

Apart from what witnesses 
heard or did not hear from the 
knoll, Lane attaches signifi- 
cance to what they DID hear. 

“Many officers said that as 
soon as the shots were fired, 
they ran directly to the knoll 
and behind he wooden fence 
and began to search the area, 
some passing the bock deposito- 
ry on the way.” 

Why <fid people converge on 
the knoll? 

The Hesters ran TOWARD it 
to seek shelter from the gunfire. 
Miss Patricia Ann Lawrence, 
who had been standing at Elm 
and Houston, ran “along with 
the crowd” to where the presi- 
dent’s car had been when he 
was hit. So did Mire. Charles 



Davis. “I Just ran along with 
them,” said Danny Arce. 

Curtis Bishop, on the over- 
pass, saw people “running in 
every direction.” Geneva Hine, 
on the second floor of the depos- 
itory, saw people running EAST 
on Elm, away from the knoll 

Ralph Walters, a deputy sher- 
iff, ran toward the overpass 
where he had last seen the pres- 
idential limousine. “We couldn’t 
get any information.” 

•'I S. Smith, another deputy, 
ran toward the depository. A 
woman said the shots came 
from the knoll. Sp Smith ran 
there. John Wiseman, a deputy, 
ran to the knoll where be saw 
police having trouble with a mo- 
torcycle. Then a woman pointed 
to the depository. So he ran- 
there. Deputy W. W: Matma saw 
people rpnmng toward the over- 
pa® area “so I ran that way.” 
Motorcycle patrolman Clyde 
Hay good drove toward tbp over- 
pass area “because people were 
pointing.” Then a man men- 
tioned the depository and at 
12:34 p.m., four minutes after 
the assassination, he radioed 
the police dispatcher: 



car and the depository. She said 
ehf .«MM give no position for 
me Mt other than to tell the 
FBI she believed she and her 
husband were in the line of fire. 

The other four of the nine Ep- 
stein said identified file knoll 
did, indeed, think the shots 
came front flierei, 

Epstein continues: “Eight 

wit n es s es were standing across 
the street from the knoll: all 
eight said they thought the shots 
had eome from the knoll.” 
Actually four of them did. One 
said she couldn’t determine the 
source. Two thought the shots 
came possibly from the deposi- | 



“I Just tatted to a guy up here 
who was standing close to it and 
the best he could tell it came 
from the Texas School Book 
Depository.” 

Deputy Allan Sweatt couldn’t 
tell which way to run because 
one man told him the sbote 
came from toward the knoll and 
another said the depository. A 
colleague with him stayed at the 
depository While he ran on to- 
ward the knoll. Deputies Jack 
Faulkner and A. D. McCurteV 
ran toward the railroad ynrd| 
behind the knoll because tfatf 
saw other officers ruMift§ 
there. Officer D. V. Harfensas 
went to the railrc..d yards be- 
cause he saw “everybody hit- 
ting the ground” there. 

In other words, people were 
running in many directions for 
many reasons., Most of the sher- 
iff’s deputies had been in front 
of their office around the corner 
when the shots were fired and 
ran in the directions they did 
because of what bystanders told 
them, because they saw others 
running that way or because 
of where they thought the sounds 
came from. 

“Everybody was just running 
around in circles,” said Deputy 
Eddy Raymond Walthers. 

Undeniably, the knoll area 
was widely searched by officers 
immediately after the shots. 
And what was found? 

“There wasn’t anything over 
theVe,” said patrolman E. L. 
Smith. 

“We didn’t see anything 
there,” said Deputy Luke Moo- 
ney who thought the shots cane 
from the knoll. 

John and Faye Chism, stond- 
ing in front of the knol, had 
looked around when they heard 
j the shots. They saw no one. 

! Harold Elkins, another depu- 
ty, ran into Bower- in the rail- 



road yard. Bowers said be bad 
seen three out of state cars 
driving arouijd the parking area 
behind' the knoll just before the 
assassination. Two drove off 
before the shots. Lane mentions 
this. And the third? Lane leaves 
him near the knoll and leaves 
the reader to conjecture what 
the driver might or might not 
have done there. 

“The last I saw of him he was 
pausing just about in— just 
above the assassination site.” 
Lane has this quote of Bowers. 
He doesn’t have this one: “He 
left this area just about 12:25 
p.m.” The assassination oc- 
curred at 12:30 p.m. 




(Bowers also said he saw two 
men watching over the fence 
about the time of the shots 
which arouses; Lame’s suspi- 
cion. Not, however, to the ex- 
tent of mentioning Bowers saw 
“at least’’ one, of them still 
there as police began fanning 
out over the area.) 

In any event, patrolman 
Charles Polk Player searched 
cars in the lot to- two horn's. He 
didn’t report finding anything. 
Several hoboes found in freight 
cars were questioned. Seymour 
Weitzman found footprints “that 
1 didn’t make sense because they 
were going different directions.” 

I Holland saw muddy footprints 
on a car' bumper. Had an assas- 
! sin stobd there? 

No one had seen one. If he 
had, he had been able to gather 
up any shells from the ground in 
the brief time before police ar- 
rived because none Was found. 
No rifle was found. Nothing. . .- 
Nothing to add to what some 
people said they heard and saw 
around the knoll: some shots 
s:sd a puff of smoke. 

After searching the knoll area 
for a while, Weitzman went over 
to help at the depository. On the 
sixth floor, behind some boxes, 
the officer found a rifle with a 
telescopic sight. The gun had 
been purchased by some one 
named A. Hidell whose hand- 
writing was identical with Lee 
Harvey Oswald’s. 

Two persons said they saw a 
rifle being fired from the sixth 
floor of the depository. One was 
Howard Brennan. To weaken 
the case for the depository, it is 
important for the critics to 
weaken Brennan’s testimony. 
This they try to do. 

Epstein says Joseph Ball, a 
commission lawyer who inves- 
tigated the identity of the assas- 
sin, “had several reasons to 
doubt Brennan’s testimony.” 



Epstein lists Stem* Bramah's 
“difficulty seeing a figure” in 
the depository window during a 

reenactment of the ass ina- 

tion; Brennan’s failure to identi- 
fy Oswald on “prominent 
points” of' his clothing; Bren- 
nan’s “major error” in testify- 
ing the assassin was standing 
while firing and “the fact that 
Brennan had lied at the -police 
lineup.” 

Epstein notes, correctly, that 
Brennan testified the assassin 
was standing in the window as 
he shot. He does not note that 
Brennan also thought that three 
onlookers a floor beneath the 
assassin were also standing. 
They weren’t. They were kneel- 
ing. So must the assassin have 
been to fire through the window. 
A small point. A small rebuttal 
—too small, evidently, to im 
chide in “Inquest”. 

At a police lineup the day of 
the assassination, .Brennan sold 
he could ant positively identify 
Oswald as the assassin. Four 
months la' r, he told the, com- 
mission he 'could. He said he 
hadn’t done so earlier because 
he fewed Communist reprisal. 
Epstein uses this (Sscrepasy to 
attack Bfennan’s credibility. He 
doesn’t mention that the .com- 
mission agrees with bum. 

Because Brennim declined to 
make positive identification of 
Oswald at the lineup, the com- 
mission said it Mdoes not base 
its conclusion concerning the 
identity of the assassin on Bren- 
nan’s subsequent certain identi- 
fication.il 

The commission, however, 
does not question Brennan’s 
credfotlity that he saw a man 
firing a rifle from a depository 
FiSdow because near that win- 
dow were found not only a rifle 
but shells and fingerprints of 
Lee Harvey Oswald. - 
(It might also be noted, al- 
though N Epstein does not, that 
while on Nov. 22 Brennan said 
he could not make positive iden- 
tification, he did then say til at 
man Nb. 2 in the lineup “most 
closely resembled” the man he 
saw in the window. Lee Harvey 
Oswald was man No. 2). 

There is also more to Ep- 
stein’s allegation that Ball was 
“extremely dubious” about 
Brennan’s testimony. 

“Epstein says that I told him 
when we constructed the epi- 
sode that Brennan ‘had difficul- 
ty seeing a figure in the win- 
dow’. I never said that. In the 
first place, we didn’t have Bren- 
nan at the reconstruction to see 



'whether he could see. We had 

him there so that he could mark 
positions on a photo. He quotes 
me as being ‘extremely du- 
bious’. I never said that. It did- 
n’t happen.” 

So spoke Joseph Ball. 

Finally, as would any good 
defense attorney, the critics 
question Brennan’s ability to 
see anything. 

“Perhaps poor eyesight ac- 
counted for Brennan’s inability 
to identify the man at the win- 
dow,” says Lane. “'Brennan ad- 
mitted that his eyesight was 
‘not good’ when he testified be- 
fore the commission.” 

Brennan, indeed, so testified. 
He said this was so because his 
eyes had been accidentally 
sandblasted. That happened two 
months after the assassination. 

In a footnote on Page 90 of the 
hardcover edition of “flush to 
Judgment” Lane mentions the 
injury. Seemingly, there the 
matter would rest: that Bren- 
nan testified be was farsighted 
up until an injury two months 
after the assassination and that 
thereafter his eyesight was “not 
good”. 

Yet by Page 269 Howard 
Brennan has become “weak- 
eyed Brennan, who claimed he 
saw Oswald in a window.” 

After 170 pages maybe the 
author had forgotten how— or 
when — Brennan became “weak- 
eyed”. Or maybe the reader 
had. 




